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Abstract The formation of anti-monopoly schools leads the legal interpretation into a normative
track. Meanwhile, it brings in a tendency of path dependence among the anti-monopoly schools,
leading to a growing rigidity of interpretation methodologies. In the institutional dimension, on
the regulation of monopolistic conduct, there is a deepening and irreconcilable diverges among the
Harvard School. the Chicago School and the Post-Chicago School. Thus, to trace and inspect the
theoretical models, decision premise, market hypothesis and ideological tradition, one might find
out that; Not only the theoretical pattern of the anti-monopoly schools should be subject to
verification by empirical evidence, but also largely relies on the decision premise based on error
cost analysis, the market hypothesis with regard to the probability of monopolistic conduct
occurrence and market self-correction, and finally, the liberal or conservative ideological
tradition. To advocate an in-depth Anti-monopoly Law interpretation responsive to market
reality, we should advocate a basic consensus building on the market institution among anti-
monopoly schools, delineate a space for reasonable communication of AML interpretation, and
propose a new starting point for communication against the background of the restructured
empirical world with the digital market as a distinct feature.

Keywords Anti-monopoly Law Interpretation, Harvard School, Chicago School, Post-Chicago
School, Digital Market
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